
MEMORANDUM 

TO 

FROM 

SUBJECT 

Members of CARAC 

Frank Beema~ 
TIAA-CREF divestiture campaign7next steps, action on Foundation and 
Trustees inaction. next meeting. 

Enclosed is a copy of Ken Harrow's presentation to the Board Oct. 3. Jon Lacey, UMHE 
has agreed to speak at the Dec. 12, Trustee's meeting-Please mark the 1:15 time, 
Bill Derman would like to discuss the status of the TIAA-CREF action. 

A number of people believe more challenging activity is needed to move the Trustees 
and the Foundation. Some of the suggestions are: 

Campaign to encourage alumni and friends to put donations that would 
normally go to the University in escrow until divestment occurs . 

Sit-in Foundation offices or at Trustee's meetings 

Erect shanties in front of the Administration Building 

Some people suggest waiting until the elections. Joel Ferguson has publicly stated his 
support of divestment. His election may give us a majority on the Board. 

The next meeting is scheduled for 
courtesy Barrie Thorne. 

Oct. 2~ 4:00 pm. Same room, 404 Berkey Hall, 



To: President DiBiaggio, Members of the Board of Trustees 
from: Kenneth W. Harrow, Professor ·of Humanities 

This is a plea from a member of your faculty that you reconsider your position 
on the issue of divestiture and that you convey to the board of the MSU 
Foundation your desire to have MSU's name disassociated from those businesses 
which continue to make a profit under the aegis of an apartheid regime. 

One year ago President DiBiaggio was kind enough to welcome a group of faculty 
and students, consisting primarily of faculty concerned about racism and 
apartheid and members of the South African Liberation Committee, and to allow 
us to express our views. We urged him to take the leadership in the issue of 
divestiture, and his response was essentially a statement of shared abhorrence 
of apartheid and its consequences but a difference of opinion on the most 
effective means of combatting it. At that time I personally accepted the 
legitimacy of his position that persons of integrity who oppose the regime in 
South Africa could in good conscience disagree on the best tactics to employ in 
that struggle forjustice. Since that time, I submit the situation has changed. 

A State of Emergency has been imposed, resulting in the detention of 14-
16,000 people, more than half of whom are children under the age of 18. 
Amnesty International has received a flood of reliable information confirming 
the fact that detainees are systematically denied their rights under detention, 
are held incommunicado, are held indefinitely, and are tortured and even killed 
while in prison. Some of the cases are grotesque: a minister was arrested 
while preaching to his congregation, .and the entire congregation of 200 were 
arrested with him. Children of 10 or 11 years are arrested. A recent report 
indicates that a group of 13-15 year olds have been condemned to sentences of 
up to 20 years. A massive struggle of relatively unarmed, desperate people, 
millions of people, is being waged every day, with deaths resulting inevitably 
in the ranks of the black population. Meanwhile more than half the black 
population has been forced onto the homelands or Bantustans, an area 
encompassing 13% of the worst of South Africa's lands, where infant mortality 
rates are upwards of 50 % and where the land cannot sustain one-tenth of the 
population. The men are forced to migrate to white areas where they must seek 
employment under conditions of virtual economic duress. Scuth Africans, 
especially those included in the Afrikaans community, have managed to circumvent 
abolitionist laws since the early 19th century, and they are continuing the de 
facto enslavement and disenfranchisement of the 20 million blacks down unto 
this day. 

I know you know this. How can you permit MSU funds to help sustain this 
monstrosity in any form? No one takes seriously any more the once noble 
sentiments of the Reverend Sullivan that the example of desegregated American 
concerns will help alter the conditions of apartheid. No one can be deceived 
by the cosmetic reforms advanced by the Bothe regime, welcome though any change 
might be, while blacks remain ensconced in the homeland-ghettoes, denied any 
participation in their government, and are as segregated from the whites, 
Asians, and people of mixed race as ever. Our university should exemplify 
moral standards worthy of the principles and goals we attempt to cultivate as 
educators.· This refusal to divest makes a mockery of any positive efforts to 
right the wrongs in South Africa, such as the recent scholarship program for 
South African blacks. 

I ask you not merely to listen, but to take a public stance now, and to give a 



I 

sincere response to the following concerns: 
1. to not the articles of incorporation of the MSU Foundation state that the 
Foundation is establish its policies based upon guidelines set down by the 
Trustees? 
2. Even if the Foundation is legally independent, cannot the Trustees reaffirm 
our University's already stated policy on divestment in encouraging the 
Foundation to follow suit? 
3. Are we so desperately in need of donations from corporations doing business 
in South Africa that we are willing to compromise our principles for them? 
What other inference are we to draw from the Board of Trustees' silence? 
4· Have not the conditions in South Africa deteriorated substantially since 
last year? How much worse must it get before we can expect MSU to reject the 
disgraceful circumstance of indirectly profitting from or supporting apartheid? 
5. If the Trustees are hesitating on the grounds that the blacks fight amongst 
themselves, are not capable of governing themselves, are communist dupes, are 
tribally divided, and so on, are they not accepting the racist rationalizations 
of the South African regime? If they are not hesitating on those grounds, what 
other inference are we to make from their hesitation? 
6. Has this issue not been put to virtually every government and institution of 
any size around the world? Does not the political response to this issue now 
come down to support or rejection of the white South African regime, regardless 
of other differences of opinion concerning the economic impact of divestiture? 
7. Haven't the blacks make it clear by the blood they've spilled in the streets 
and the torture they've been made to bear in the prisons, that whatever 
economic losses might be sustained by the infinitesimal minority of workers in 
American corporations cannot begin to to measured against the magnitude of the 
struggle for freedom and dignity they are willing to die for? 
8 . How can we do less than honor them as best we can, and at the very least 
withdraw whatever funds we control from those enterprises whose taxes and 
other indirect benefits, or even in the case of Shell gasoline, whose products 
directly sustain the government apparatus, the white dominated economy and its racist 
foundations? 
9. What line would the South African government have to cross before it would 
be considered so horrendous that divestiture would appear an obligation? From 
the point of view of the South African blacks, hasn't that line long been 
crossed? Isn't it racist to see that line only from the biased perspective of 
the whites in South Africa, who play on our anti-Communinist fears when they 
are not attempting to blackmail our Senators or hold hostage the rest of 
Southern Africa? 
10. In the final analysis, this board and our President speak most clearly for 
MSU to the public. We plead with you to reassert a position of moral decency 
in these times of such violent agony for the black people of South Africa. 
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